Intuitively, there is a difference between knowledge and mere belief. Contemporary philosophical work on the nature of this difference has focused on scenarios known as ''Gettier cases.'' Designed as counterexamples to the classical theory that knowledge is justified true belief, these cases feature agents who arrive at true beliefs in ways which seem reasonable or justified, while nevertheless seeming to lack knowledge. Prior empirical investigation of these cases has raised questions about whether lay people generally share philosophers' intuitions about these cases, or whether lay intuitions vary depending on individual factors (e.g. ethnicity) or factors related to specific types of Gettier cases (e.g. cases that include apparent evidence). We report an experiment on lay attributions of knowledge and justification for a wide range of Gettier Cases and for a related class of controversial cases known as Skeptical Pressure cases, which are also thought by philosophers to elicit intuitive denials of knowledge. Although participants rated true beliefs in Gettier and Skeptical Pressure cases as being justified, they were significantly less likely to attribute knowledge for these cases than for matched True Belief cases. This pattern of response was consistent across different variations of Gettier cases and did not vary by ethnicity or gender, although attributions of justification were found to be positively related to measures of empathy. These findings therefore suggest that across demographic groups, laypeople share similar epistemic concepts with philosophers, recognizing a difference between knowledge and justified true belief.
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1. Introduction
Justified true belief and Gettier cases
When do we naturally see others as knowing, rather than simply believing, that something is the case? In tackling this question, both philosophers and psychologists of mental state ascription have been struck by certain core features of knowledge. According to a simple theory suggested by Plato (1990, 339) and explicitly endorsed by many philosophers and psychologists since, knowledge is equivalent to justified true belief (e.g. Ayer, 1956; Bartsch & Wellman, 1995; Chisholm, 1957; Miller, Hardin, & Montgomery, 2003) . The justified true belief or JTB theory maintains that if a person's belief is not only true, but held on some basis such as clear perceptual evidence or valid inference, then it constitutes knowledge.
The JTB theory has fallen sharply into disfavor among philosophers in recent decades (Dretske, 1983; Pollock & Cruz, 1999; Shope, 1983; Sosa, 1991; Williamson, 2000) , primarily as the result of a class of intuitive counterexamples noticed by Edmund Gettier half a century ago (Gettier, 1963 ). Gettier's counterexamples involved beliefs that were justified and true, but did not register intuitively as 
